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Applioani s;.r(>ni?,[y cmph:isi/cs lha(. one rev icvvioj;, iUc prosocullon history should not 
interpret. :iny oi'lltc uxvimplc^ Applicant has described herein in connection with distinguishing 
over ihe prior ;jrl us. limitinjLj u> those spociilc icaltires in isol:uion. Rmher. Appiiciihl asserts that 
it is; the comhiij:ilj<m of olcnionls recited in c;^ch oTthe cImiiiis, wlien cuch claim is interpreted iis 
■<\ whole, which is patentable. Applicant has emphasi/ed certain fcnuircs in the elnims as clearly 
noi present in the Ciled rererenecs, a.s discussed above. However, Applicant does not concede 
(hat other features in the claims are foiind in (he prior art. Kathcr, Ibr the sake of simplicity. 
Applicant is providii^^. examples (if why the claims described above are distinguishable over the 
cited prior art. 

Applicant w ishcs to clarify (or the record, if necessary, that liie claims have been 
amended to expedite prosecution. Moreover, ApplieaiU reserves the rijjihl to pursue the origitial 
subject nuilter recited in (he present claim<i in a continuation application. 

Fnrllier, Af>plicant hereby rclnicts any arguments and/or staten^ents made durinc; 
prosecution that were rejected by the Hxamincr during prosecution and/or that were unnecessary 
10 obtain aliowance, ami only maintains the argimienis that persuaded the Tixantincr with respect 
10 the allnwiibility of (he patent claims, as one of ordinary skill would utidcrsland from a review 
of (he prosecution liislo»-y. i'hat is. Applicant specinctilly retracts slaleracnts that one ofordinaiy 
skill would recoi»ni/e from reading the Hie histt)ry were not necessary, not used and/or were 
rejected by the tixaminer in allowinj; the patent application. 

Any narn>w:ng atnenciments made (o the claims in the present Amendment are not to be 
cun^ilrucd as a surrender of any subject matter betwceti the original claims arul the present 
claims; rather merely Applicant's best attempt at providing one or]n(>re dcfiniiions of wlial the 
Applicant believes to be suitable patent protection. In addition, the present claims provide the 
intended scope of protection that Applicant is seeking for liiis apiiiicalion. Therefore, no 



PAGE 5/6'RCVDAT9l11l200711:42:10AM [Eastern Dayiightm^^ 



09/11/2007 11:43 FAX 212 230 8888 



WILMER CUTLER PICKERING 



HOOG/OOB 



ApplioiKion No.: 0'>'/697,024 Dockei No. 261 19. t36B US I 



estoppel should be presumed, and A[>j>licaiiL*s eh.iiiMS are intended u> include a seo[)e ol 
piolcetion under lli.; noclrinc htiuivalcnls. 



Res].>ee( f\i I ly sn bin i tlcci , 
J3alcd: 7/ (i i ^ .-r""" ^. 

^n\h H. Donner 
Rcirjslrahon No.: ^5,1 20 
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